Your argument that the curious Xenoturbella flatworm represents a "crucial intermediate stage of animal evolution" (Nature 470, 161-162; 2011) perpetuates a popular misconception, stemming from a presumption that the features of such ancient living relics are intermediate between those of other extant creatures.
Today's organisms are all at the twig tips of one large tree of life, with no knowable connections between primitive and higher forms. Reproductively isolated populations of species, such as chimpanzees and humans, are not modifications on a 'ladder' of descent -thus living chimpanzees are not our ancestors, but a sister species adapted to a different habitat (tropical forests versus savannah).
Xenoturbella has largely maintained its internal structure and body shape over millions of years of evolution, during which stabilizing selection removed
Easier citizen science is better
Non-scientists are now participating in research in ways that were previously impossible, thanks to more web-based projects to collect and analyse data. Here we suggest a way to encourage broader participation while increasing the quality of data.
Participation The neuroscience currently funded by the BBSRC must survive a rigorous committee selection process. According to the research council, the cut is being imposed not because the neuroscience funded is less than excellent, but because it does not address BBSRC priority areas.
Yet neuroscience research is crucial in every BBSRC priority area. In public health, it can improve the understanding of mental illness, age-related cognitive decline, and diet and exercise factors (through the neural basis of food selection and motivation, respectively). It can improve animal welfare by giving insight into the mental state of farm animals, and is relevant to food security -for example, by controlling crop predation through knowledge of the neural basis of insect behaviour.
The BBSRC funds so much of this research because of the high quality of British neuroscience and because its researchers have consistently proved that they can compete for funding.
So the prevailing data-collection and storage practices for active projects inhibit participation by non-experts.
Many projects rely on positive identification, whether explicitly (as for eBird) or by soliciting photographs and descriptions that others can use to classify the observation (as for the UK website iSpot). Because nonexperts often lack the knowledge to identify species, they may opt not to participate or may provide inaccurate data by accidentally misidentifying something. The result is a trade-off between participation and data quality.
This trade-off can be avoided simply by changing the way information is collected and stored. Participants should be given the option to report a sighting in terms of observed attributes, eliminating the need to force a (possibly incorrect) classification. For example, allowing someone to report a bird as oil-covered may be more valuable than asking them to guess what the species is. For such data to be used effectively, they need to be stored in a way that supports attributes rather than fixed, predetermined classes. 
